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DETAILED ACTION 
Claim Objections 

1 . Claim 10 is objected to because of the following informalities: 

Regarding claim 10, the phrase "for a user to distinguish and incoming call..." is 
incorrect and should be changed to -for a user to distinguish an incoming call...-. The 
examiner will assume this interpretation during the examination. 

Appropriate correction is required. 

Claim Rejections - 35 USC § 103 

2. The following is a quotation of 35 U.S.C. 103(a) which forms the basis for all 
obviousness rejections set forth in this Office action: 

(a) A patent may not be obtained though the invention is not identically djsclosed or described as set 
forth in section 102 of this title, if the differences between the subject matter sought to be patented and 
the prior art are such that the subject matter as a whole would have been obvious at the time the 
invention was made to a person having ordinary skill in the art to which said subject matter pertains. 
Patentability shall not be negatived by the manner in which the invention was made. 

3. Claims 1-4 and 7-9 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable 
over Nobel (Pub. # 20040131190) in view of Kulakowski (Pub. # 20040100648). 

Regarding claim 1, Nobel (Pub. # 20040131190) discloses a fax-aware 
telephone (communication device, See Figure 1, Element 102) for handling a facsimile 
transmission over a computer network (handling a fax over the communication media, 
See Page 2, Paragraph 0025). This includes a facsimile processing unit (embedded 
within the device) for handling a facsimile call (receiving fax data, See Page 2, 
Paragraph 0028), a voice processing unit (embedded within the device) operably 
connected to the facsimile processing unit for handling a voice call (receiving voice 
data, See Page 2, Paragraph 0025), a memory unit (embedded within the device) for 
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storing information (See Page 2, Paragraph 0027), a file transfer protocol client (FTP) 
for transferring facsimile transmission to a computer network (communicating through 
the Internet, See Page 2, Paragraph 0029) such that the device handles the facsimile 
call and the voice call together over a single line from the computer network (exchange 
data over the same telephone communications link, See Page 2, Paragraph 0025). 

Nobel (Pub. # 20040131190) does disclose a memory unit, but does not disclose 
that it stores the incoming facsimile transmission. 

Kulakowski (Pub. # 20040100648) discloses storing incoming fax messages in a 
memory (See Figure 2, Element 34; Page 4, Paragraph 0035). 

It would have been obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art at the time of the 
invention to store incoming fax messages, such as the one disclosed within Kulakowski 
(Pub. # 20040100648), and incorporate it into the device of Nobel (Pub. # 
20040131 190) because it allows the machine to store the incoming data until the 
transmission is complete, which prevents any of the incoming data from being lost. 

Regarding claim 2, Nobel (Pub. # 20040131 190) does not disclose a faxmail unit 
that temporarily stores the incoming facsimile transmission prior to printing. 

Kulakowski (Pub. # 20040100648) discloses receiving the incoming fax 
message, storing it in memory until the transfer is complete (See Page 5, Paragraph 
0041), and output it to a printer once the received fax transmission is complete (See 
Page 7, Paragraph 0061). 

It would have been obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art at the time of the 
invention by the applicant to store the incoming fax data, such as the one disclosed 
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within Kulakowski (Pub. # 20040100648), and incorporate it into the device of Nobel 
(Pub. # 20040131 190) because it allows the device to receive the whole document, 
which prevents any of the incoming data from being lost 

Regarding claim 3, Nobel (Pub. # 20040131190) does not disclose an alert signal 
to designate the reception of the incoming facsimile transmission. 

Kulakowski (Pub. # 20040100648) discloses receiving a ring signal that alerts the 
transmission of incoming facsimile data (See Page 7, Paragraph 0061). 

It would have been obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art at the time of the 
invention by the applicant to include a signal,' such as the one disclosed within 
Kulakowski (Pub. # 20040100648), and incorporate it into the device of Nobel (Pub. # 
20040131 190) because it allows the user to be notified that a fax message is arriving. 

Regarding claim 4, Nobel (Pub. # 20040131 190) discloses that the voice 
processing unit may send or receive a voice call (communicate bi-directional real-time 
voice data, See Page 2, Paragraph 0025) while the facsimile processing unit handles 
the fax call (prints the fax data, See Page 4, Paragraph 0050). 

Regarding claim 7, Nobel (Pub. # 20040131190) discloses that the computer 
network transmits the fax call and voice call using the Internet protocol (using the IP 
address and other information for the receiving device, See Page 2, Paragraph 0029). 

Regarding claim 8, Nobel (Pub. # 200401 31 190) discloses a printer driver (i.e., 
noted that the communication device as shown in Figure 2 includes a printer for 
outputting information received, thus, it is clear that the printer within the communication 
device must have a printer driver to decode and output the information received. In 
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view of this, the "printer driver" is an inherent feature within the communication device 
disclosed by Nobel; See Paragraphs 0026, 0027, 0050) for printing a fax transmission 
received by the fax-aware telephone (output the document, See Page 6, Paragraph 
0050, received by the communication device, See Page 2, Paragraph 0028). 

Regarding claim 9, Nobel (Pub. # 20040131 190) does not disclose providing a 
hangover time during reception of a call and automatically receive the fax transmission 
in the memory after it is detected during the hangover time. 

Kulakowski (Pub. # 20040100648) discloses a hangover (detection) time during 
reception of a call (detect the calling tone, See Page 7, Paragraph 0061) and 
automatically receive the fax transmission into memory once detected (once determined 
what type is being sent, the received fax data is stored in memory, See Page 7, 
Paragraph 0061). 

It would have been obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art at the time of the 
invention by the applicant to include a hangover, or detection, time, such as the one 
disclosed within Kulakowski (Pub. # 20040100648), and incorporate it into the device of 
Nobel (Pub. # 20040131 190) because it allows the device to correctly detect the type of 
ring signal incoming in order to process the received data accordingly. 

Claims 5-6 and 10 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable 
over Nobel (Pub. # 200401 31 1 90) in view of Kulakowski (Pub. # 200401 00648) as 
applied to claim 1 , and further in view of Mak (Pub. # 200201 16464). 
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Regarding claim 5, Nobel (Pub. # 20040131190) discloses that the incoming 
facsimile transmission is generated by an analog fax machine (through the telephone 
interface, See Page 2, Paragraph 0029). 

Nobel (Pub. # 20040131 190) does not disclose searching for a CNG tone and 
store the incoming transmission whenever it is recognized. 

Mak (Pub. # 20020116464) discloses receiving a calling tone, such as a CNG 
tone, and store the incoming fax once it is detected (See Page 4, Paragraph 0039). 

It would have been obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art at the time of the 
invention by the applicant to include a CNG tone, such as the one disclosed within Mak 
(Pub. # 200201 16464), and incorporate it into the device of Nobel (Pub. # 
20040131 190) because it allows the device to correctly detect the type of calling tone 
incoming in order to process the received data accordingly. 

Regarding claim 6, Nobel (Pub. # 20040131 190) does not disclose generating a 
CNG tone to alert the user whenever the fax-aware telephone recognizes an incoming 
transmission generated by a network aware facsimile device 

Mak (Pub. # 200201 16464) discloses generating a CNG tone to indicate that the 
device is receiving a fax call (since a CNG tone is characteristic of an incoming fax, a 
user is able to be alerted a fax is incoming, See Page 11-12, Paragraph 0119). 

It would have been obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art at the time of the 
invention by the applicant to include alerting using a CNG tone, such as the one 
disclosed within Mak (Pub. # 200201 16464), and incorporate it into the device of Nobel 
(Pub. # 200401 31 1 90) because it allows the user to know that a fax transmission is 



Application/Control Number: 10/722,438 Page 7 

Art Unit: 2625 

incoming so that the device correctly returns the appropriate fax tone in order to process 
the data accordingly. 

Regarding claim 10, Nobel (Pub. # 20040131190) does not disclose generating a 
signal for a user to distinguish an incoming call from a facsimile transmission. 

Mak (Pub. # 20020116464) discloses generating a facsimile tone (CNG tone) 
indicating that the device is receiving a fax call, which is different from a voice call (since 
a CNG tone is characteristic of an incoming fax call, a user can distinguish between the 
fax call tone in order to be alerted a fax is incoming and a regular call tone, See Page 
11-12, Paragraph 0119). 

It would have been obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art at the time of the 
invention by the applicant to include distinguishing tones, such as the one disclosed 
within Mak (Pub. # 200201 16464), and incorporate it into the device of Nobel (Pub. # 
20040131 190) because it allows the user to differentiate between a call tone from a fax 
tone so that a device is able to correctly return the appropriate fax tone and process the 
facsimile data accordingly. 

Conclusion 

4. The prior art made of record and not relied upon is considered pertinent to 
applicant's disclosure is: Kung ('635), Cannon ('045), Straub ('079) and Yamaji ('094). 

Any inquiry concerning this communication or earlier communications from the 
examiner should be directed to Vincent M. Rudolph whose telephone number is (571) 
272-8243. The examiner can normally be reached on Monday through Friday 8 A.M. - 
4:30 P.M. 
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If attempts to reach the examiner by telephone are unsuccessful, the examiner's 
supervisor, Aung Moe can be reached on (571) 272-7314. The fax phone number for 
the organization where this application or proceeding is assigned is 571-273-8300. 

Information regarding the status of an application may be obtained from the 
Patent Application Information Retrieval (PAIR) system. Status information for 
published applications may be obtained from either Private PAIR or Public PAIR. 
Status information for unpublished applications is available through Private PAIR only. 
For more information about the PAIR system, see http://pair-direct.uspto.gov. Should 
you have questions on access to the Private PAIR system, contact the Electronic 
Business Center (EBC) at 866-217-9197 (toll-free). If you would like assistance from a 
USPTO Customer Service Representative or access to the automated information 
system, call 800-786-9199 (IN USA OR CANADA) or 571-272-1000. 
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Vincent M. Rudolph 

Examiner 

Art Unit 2625 




